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taxes—the largest that has ever been
done. Now we are talking about how do
you reduce the size of Government.
There is no debate about balancing the
budget. It is just, how do you do it?
When do you do it? That is a complete
turnaround. That is a complete change.
We are talking, now, more about how
do you block-grant to the States so
they can make the decisions as to how
best spend the money that goes there.
Surely, the concept of the closer to the
people served that government is, the
more effective it will be, is correct—is
correct.

So I am very delighted that we have
turned that thing around. Even though
we continue to hassle, even though
there will continue, always, to be de-
bate about it, because, frankly, there is
a legitimate difference of point of view.
There are those who believe more Gov-
ernment is better. That is a legitimate
point of view. It is not one that I sub-
scribe to and I think, fortunately, not
one that is subscribed to by the major-
ity of the Members of Congress, but it
is a legitimate viewpoint and it will
continue to be argued—and it should
be.

ILLEGAL CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS

The other thing, it seems to me, that
is very important currently is the de-
bate that goes on about illegal cam-
paign contributions. Here again, it
seems to me when you are out in Wyo-
ming and you are listening to the TV
or you listen to radio, you kind of get
the notion that the whole thing is
about campaign finance reform. In the
broad sense, it is. But the fact is, there
is a difference between reforming cam-
paign finances on the one hand and
talking about illegal contributions on
the other. Those are two different
things.

I think the Congress has a respon-
sibility to have oversight hearings. The
Congress has a responsibility to look
into allegations of illegal contribu-
tions, and that is what the Thompson
committee is primarily assigned to do.
There is a difficulty in doing it, as we
have seen take place here.

The idea of having the Justice De-
partment involved makes it more dif-
ficult. Their unwillingness to give im-
munity to witnesses to testify so you
can arrive at the facts has been a com-
pletely difficult issue. And I under-
stand. One reason for the idea of the
Congress doing this oversight is that,
obviously, agencies have allegiance to
the people who have appointed them
and they become very edgy when you
get into this whole wilderness of alle-
gations of wrongdoing on the part of
people who are affiliated to the people
you work for. I understand that. That
is the reason for having Congress do it.
That is the reason for having independ-
ent counsels do it. As the Senator from
Kentucky a few moments ago men-
tioned, it is clear there is a reluctance
on the part of Justice to get into what
they perceive to be a political kind of
activity.

That is their task. The way they do
it is to appoint an independent counsel.

For some reason, the Attorney General
has refused to do that. So what we are
talking about, then, is having a hear-
ing in which the truth about those alle-
gations can be determined. I think that
is, indeed, a responsibility of the Con-
gress. It is something that we ought to
be responsible to the American people
to do, and I am delighted that it is hap-
pening. I only wish that it were less in-
hibited. I wish there were less con-
straints being imposed by the minority
in this particular committee, less con-
straints being imposed by the Justice
Department. We ought to know what
the truth is, in these instances.

I happen to be chairman of the sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific rim.
Yesterday, we had a hearing for the
nomination of the Assistant Secretary
for the Asia-Pacific area, which we
need very much, and a very learned
person has been nominated whom I am
sure we will support. But just to give
you some idea of the involvement
there, with regard to this investiga-
tion, of course the activities with re-
spect to China influencing elections,
foreign policy, has been talked about.
President Clinton has said:

[I]t would be a very serious matter for the
United States if any country were to at-
tempt to funnel funds into one of our politi-
cal parties for any reason whatsoever.

Likewise, the Secretary of State said
that, if true, the allegations that China
had launched a major effort to illegally
influence United States elections
‘‘would be quite serious.’’

I asked that question yesterday of
the Secretary: Do you agree? And, of
course, he said yes. The follow-up ques-
tion, then, was both Republican and
Democrat members of the Govern-
mental Affairs Committee agree that
there was Chinese involvement and a
plan to move money into congressional
elections.

So I asked, I think quite legiti-
mately, what is the plan, then? How
does this affect our foreign policy with
respect to China? And the answer was,
well, we just don’t know whether these
are true. We don’t know whether that’s
there. We haven’t made any accommo-
dation, which only leads me to believe
that it is even more important for this
committee to arrive at what the facts
really are. If these allegations are true,
what will it do to our policy? It ought
to have some impact on policy, cer-
tainly. But, yet, the response from the
administration is, well, we just don’t
know.

We don’t know either, but we ought
to find out. And that is what the sys-
tem is about. That is what the hearings
are about. That is why there is such
concern about the obstacles placed in
the way of the committee by the Jus-
tice Department, by the Attorney Gen-
eral, by the administration—frankly,
by our friends on the other side of the
aisle, as to how we come to those deci-
sions.

So, I think we are involved in a very
serious issue here. It is serious because
it has to do with process. It has to do

with the obligations of the Congress to
determine if, in fact, in this case, there
were illegal activities carried on.
That’s our job.

Mr. President, I now am joined on
the floor by the Senator from Arizona.
I am very pleased to yield 10 minutes
to the Senator from Arizona.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I thank my
colleague from Wyoming for obtaining
time this morning to speak on this im-
portant issue.
f

PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR
Mr. KYL. Mr. President, I would like

to begin by asking unanimous consent
that a staff member of mine, an intern,
Kristine Kirchner, be granted the privi-
lege of the floor during my presen-
tation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

TIME TO APPOINT AN
INDEPENDENT COUNSEL

Mr. KYL. Mr. President, the con-
fidence of the American people in the
American political system, in our Gov-
ernment here in Washington has been
eroding in recent months, a subject
that numerous pollsters and pundits
have been writing about. One of the
reasons that I believe this exists is
that they believe people in high places
can get away with things and they are,
in effect, above the law, unlike the av-
erage American citizen, and that nei-
ther the Congress nor the administra-
tion has the ability, under that cir-
cumstance, to adequately track down
perpetrators of crimes and pursue them
to appropriate conclusion.

One of the aspects of this that is
most troubling to me right now has to
do with the Justice Department’s pur-
ported investigation of people and
events surrounding various contribu-
tions, allegedly illegal contributions,
to the Democratic National Commit-
tee, to the Presidential and Vice Presi-
dential campaigns. Attorney General
Reno has, after numerous requests,
steadfastly refused to appoint an inde-
pendent counsel to look into these
matters, and I had literally hundreds of
requests from constituents to make the
point to Attorney General Reno that
they think this is wrong, or questions
asked by constituents as to how this
could be when there is such an obvious
conflict of interest, at least to the av-
erage American citizen.

As a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, I joined in an effort with other
members of the committee to follow a
statutory procedure of writing to the
Attorney General, asking her to either
appoint an independent counsel or ex-
plain to us the reasons why she could
not do so. She refused to make the ap-
pointment and gave her reasons. At the
time, I thought they were relatively
unconvincing. But since that time, ir-
respective of whether it has been ap-
propriate up to now, Mr. President, a
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